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as an epilogue to Revelation, it was transcribed as a prologue to the Gospel. This 
would mean that Papias' testimony was rather that the Apocalypse was "revealed to 
John" and given out by him to the churches of Asia. The writer proceeds to sub- 
stantiate this conclusion, arguing, on the one hand, the likelihood and probability 
that Papias should have so testified concerning the Apocalypse, and on the other 
hand, the anachronism of making Papias a participant in the controversies which 
arose as to the authorship of the Gospel. 

"The Genealogies of Jesus" (Henry A. Sanders in the Journal of Biblical Lit- 
erature, XXXII, Part m [September, 1913], 184-93). 
With reference to the reconciliation and interpretation of the genealogies of 
Matthew and Luke, the author of the article claims that a new turn has been given 
to the discussion by the discovery of a notable variant in the form of Matt. 1 : 16 in 
the Sinaitic Syriac and related authorities. With the publishing of the Sinaitic in 
1894 many scholars seized upon this variant as positive proof that the opposition 
between the genealogy and birth was irreconcilable and that the latter was a later 
insertion in the text of Matthew, believing that the Syriac represented the original 
Matthean text for vs. 16. 

The combined evidence of the many passages in all four gospels and in Paul 
shows that the belief in the virgin birth was undoubtedly held in the church from a 
very early period. The author accordingly proceeds to attack the genealogies which, 
though also of ancient tradition, are later insertions by a different author in Matthew 
and Luke. Holding against Burkitt that the Sinaitic Syriac is an older version, he 
says it is natural that attempts should be made to smooth over the contradictions 
between the genealogies and the divine birth, but that it is difficult on the other hand 
to see how the changes should be introduced to emphasize it. He cites further evi- 
dence based on the omission of these versions in the Old Latin MS r 2. The writer 
also cites evidence for a later insertion in Luke (a) from its omission in the Washing- 
ton MS of the gospels of the fourth century; (b) supplementary evidence of its absence 
in the old lectionaries of Matthaei; (c) the sixth-century Greco-Latin MS X>d which 
gives the genealogy of Matthew in place of the Lukan genealogy, only in the inverted 
order to agree with the Lukan form and with the addition of the names from Adam to 
Abraham which Matthew did not give; (d) from the form of the names in the Sinaitic 
Syriac of which there are two MSS in the Arabic, an older Borgian MS which has the 
genealogy as an appendix and the younger Vatican MS which includes them as part 
of the text. 

"The Date of the Epistle to the Galatians" (Maurice Jones in the Expositor, 
8th Series, Vol. VI, No. 33 [September, 1913], 193-208). 
The article is evoked by the recent conclusion of Kirsopp Lake ("Earlier Epistles 
of St. Paul") to the effect that the epistle was written after the first missionary tour 
on the journey between Antioch and Jerusalem, which theory, old in itself, he sup- 
ports by new considerations. The difficulty for the writer with this view is to harmo- 
nize this early date with the historical accuracy of Acts. He sees (a) that a period of 
six months (which is the longest period critics assume between the first missionary 
tour and the journey to Jerusalem) is inadequate to produce the situation and events 
which the Epistle to the Galatians implies; (6) that the writing of the epistle must 
be reconciled with Acts 15:3 which implies a most satisfactory outlook in Galatia, if 
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St. Luke is a trustworthy historian; (c) the difficulty of reconciling this early date 
with Paul's attitude at the Jerusalem council in quoting the undoubted success of the 
mission to South Galatia; (d) the inconsistency involved in Timothy's circumcision 
after the Epistle to the Galatians was written. 

Two factors in the epistle itself are evidence to the author for a later date: (i) 
The visit of Gal. n : i-io shows Paul as the more important personage, whereas in an 
earlier visit of Acts 11:29, 30 and 12:25 (which some identify as the same visit) 
Barnabas is the outstanding figure. (2) Gal 6: 17, "I bear in my body the marks of 
the Lord Jesus," bespeaks one worn and weary with persecution and suffering. The 
latter two arguments, not sufficiently weighty in themselves, when combined with 
the difficulty of reconciling the early theory with Acts, form a body of proof of the 
strongest character against the preconciliar date of the Epistle to the Galatians. 

"The Sanity of the Eschatological Jesus" (Albert Schweitzer, translated by 

W. Montgomery) I. "Typical Alienist Theories" (in the Expositor, 8th 

Series, Vol. VI, No. 34 [October, 1913], 328-42). 

The translator explains that the equivalent of the German title to the above 
work would be, "The Psychiatric Estimate of Jesus." In the introductory chapter, 
"Typical Alienist Theories," the author explains the occasion of the work, its purpose, 
his obligation and warrant in writing. The occasion is a suggestion first appearing 
in the works of David F. Strauss and recently renewed by a number of medical writers, 
to the effect that Jesus living in a world of ideas characteristic of the Book of Daniel 
and the late Jewish apocalypses, and holding himself to be the "Son of Man" and 
" Messiah " who was shortly to appear in glory, is to be considered as affected by some 
form of mental disorder. The purpose is a thorough examination of this theory as 
set forth in certain forms by certain medical writers who have written about Jesus. 
The writer finds his obligation in the fact that he has been charged with describing 
in his GeschichU der Leben-Jesu-Forschung ("The Quest of the Historical Jesus") a 
Jesus whose world of thought had the air of a "systematic delusion." His qualifica- 
tion lies in the fact that to his theological and historical studies he has added that of 
medicine. 

At the outset the author points out that the identification of the unfamiliar with 
the morbid, assumed by certain writers, is illegitimate, but nevertheless defends the 
"pathographical method" as capable of yielding valuable results. Schweitzer him- 
self holds that Jesus regarded himself as the Messiah and that he looked forward to 
his glorious return upon the clouds of heaven. In the remainder of the chapter, the 
author reviews the theories promulgated by Dr. de Loosten, Dr. William Hirsch, and 
Dr. Binet-Single. The first of these argues that Jesus was the victim of a systematic 
mania; the second diagnoses the case as a particular form of malady known as "para- 
noia"; the third designates the mental affliction as "religious paranoia." 

"The Text of the Apostolic Decree" (W. Sanday in the Expositor, 8th Series, 

Vol. VI, No. 34 [October, 1013], 280-305). 

Professor Sanday takes issue with Professor Lake's recently stated conclusion 
to the effect that "things strangled," which was omitted in the Western text of the 
apostolic decree (Acts 15: 29), was not in the original and that its place in the Eastern 
texts is to be explained as an insertion. The two critics agree that the texts of all the 
MSS of the dominant Greek traditions state that the apostles told the gentile converts 



